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A new short feature entitled, Current Comment, will appear periodically
in the Journal.
The subject matter for this coiumn will be highly variable, at times
dealing with scientific subjects and on other occasions discussing issues re-
garding organization and goals of the research community as they pertain
to dermatology. Some views wifi be controversial. At times opposing or
contrasting opinions will be juxtaposed. Views expressed should not be
construed by the reader as necessarily being those of the editor, his as-
sociates, or the Society for Investigative Dermatology. Comments on the
subject matter of this column will be welcomed in the form of letters to
the editor and may be published as the editor sees fit.
Doctors William Clendenning and I. A. Bernstein have accepted edi-
torial responsibility for this feature.
The International Congress
There have been thirteen International Con-
gresses of Dermatology. The first was held in
Paris in 1889 and the most recent in Munich in
1967. The fourteenth is scheduled for Padua in
1972. Certainly Dermatology was a pioneer in
the organization and holding of meetings of this
sort and perhaps any tradition which has sur-
vived the chaos of the last eighty years should
necessarily be esteemed and cherished. Further-
more, the veritable explosion of Internation Sci-
entific Congresses since World War II must
indicate that they have appeal for many in the
SCzCflbiflC community at large.
Nevertheless, the scientific quality of the most
recent meeting in Munich was certainly not
optimal. It is questionable whether the 1962
meeting in Washington was any better. A ju-
dicious appraisal of the Munich Meeting has
already appeared in the Transactions of the St.
John's Hospital Dermatological Society, Volume
fi3, No. 2, page 179, 1967 and is recommended
reading for those interested in this question.
The International Committee apparently is very
much aware of the situation and will attempt to
initiate some corrective measures prior to the
next Congress scheduled for 1972.
However, is it not possible that the Interna-
tional Scientific Congress as such has, for the
most part, outlived its usefulness? Can continu-
ation of regular meetings of this sort really be
justified in terms of communicative, scientific,
and sociologic developments in the final third of
the twentieth century? Certain considerations
suggest that this may not be the case.
The most recent Congress was attended by
2,272 "active participants" from seventy-nine
countries. Seven themes and fifteen symposia
were offered for their delectation. Is this really
an effective and sensible way for a clinical sci-
ence to communicate in an era when dissemina-
tion of scientific literature is so great and when
the individual's ability for personal communica-
tion and travel has been so immeasurably en-
hanced?
The increasing complexity of science suggests
that mass exposure to a number of aspects of
any discipline has become less and less a profita-
ble endeavor. National meetings are encounter-
ing this problem to an ever increasing degree,
hence the trend to small "workshop" sessions and
the delegation of less time to "general sessions."
From this point of view, the International Sci-
entific Congress may perhaps be an outstanding
example of a scientific anachronism.
Can the time required on the part of the
organizers and participants, and the expenses
of such a Congress be justified in terms of socio-
logic needs? Expenditures of time are difficult if
not impossible to estimate, but anyone who has
participated in the preparation for such a
Congress in even a small way must recall the
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number of hours taken from laboratory or clini-
cal research, teaching, or from patient care as a
result. The operating budget for the last Con-
gress was 1.4 million D.M. (roughly $350,000).
This does not include travel expenses for the
participants. Two million dollars seems a con-
servative estimate for the total cost of such a
meeting. When it is considered that this sum
might provide 200 individuals with fellowships
for one year of study carrying stipends of $10,000
one must certainly ask which approach is more
likely to produce justifiable results in terms of the
needs of the world dermatologic community as
we approach the twenty-first century.
CORRECTION
The following abstract was inadvertently omitted from the program for the Annual
Meeting for Saturday morning, July 12, 1969, appearing in the April issue of the Journal.
The abstract should have been inserted on page 377.
6. THE SEMIKERATINOCYTES OF MURINE EPIDERMIS. W. M. REAMS, JR., PH.D.,
AND S. P. TOMPKXNS, B.S., Medical College of Virginia, Richmond, Virginia 23219.
Three types of dendritic cells have been described in murine epidermis, all of which have
lobated nuclei, and lack desmosomes and tonofilaments. The cells are melanocytes, Langer-
hans cells, and a type which lacks specific organelles. Some of these latter cells are im-
mature Langerhans cells (Reams, Va. J. Sci., 19:181, 1968; Reams and Scoggins, JID, 50:
356, 1968).
In the course of developmental studies on the Langerhans cell, cells have been observed
with EM which differ from both the above dendritic cells and typical keratinocytes. The
cells are dendritic, have lobated nuclei, very few desmosomes and a deficiency of tonofila-
ments. These semikeratinocytes have an electron density like Langerhans cells and are
found in the same locations within the epidermis of embryo and older skin. Like Langerhans
cells, they are found not only in normal skin, but also in skin experimentally deprived of
neural crest cells, thymocytes, and their derivatives. The evidence prompts speculation
that the semikeratinocytes could be the precursors of epidermal Langerhans cells.
